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others: act good. Or, as we should state it: principle of
action admitted, sense of justice : principle of action rejected,
love of riches and their enjoyment: the former being higher
than the other, the act is viituous

So fai the two rules are not practically at variance, and
may seem to have no important difference. But now, intro-
duce a new element into the last case which we have put:
let the son who pays his father's debts, all other peisuasives
and dissuasives remaining as before, have a lively sense of
the applause which his act will win, and reckon on it with
eager relish. What is the effect of this modification, accord-
ing to Bentham's method of estimate? The praise con-
templated from the act is a new pleasure thrown in, and,
when we take our valuation of the whole intention, helps to
swell the favourable side of the account The act, there-
fore, would appear to be better than before, and to be open
to fuither improvement in proportion as the privations
encountered by the agent's self-denial can be reduced.
I need hardly say how completely such a judgment runs
counter to the natural verdict of mankind. Try the case
by the other lule. The principle of action rejected remains
the same as before: the principle of action admitted^ pai-
tially the same, is qualified by the accession of the love of
praise; which, being lower than the incentive on which it
ib supennduced, can have no effect but to deteriorate it.
The interval which separates the competing principles being
thus reduced, the act receives a less positive approbation.
Here, therefore is a case of direct discrepancy between the
two rules; and it evidently represents a very large class, viz.
all instances in which good to others is reached at the cost
of sacrifice to oneself. The sacrifice abates by the one
rule, and enhances by the other, the excellence of the act

It must be further observed that Bentham's rule applies
only to actions performed with deliberate intention or end-in-
view; and does not provide any method of estimate for
impulsive expression in character, unless by excluding it
from the sphere of morals altogether. Yet assuredly this is